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Research on the Development of China’s P2P Net Loan
Market from the Sino — US Differences

PAN Xiquan
( Zhejiang Financial College Hangzhou Zhejiang 310018 China)

Abstract: Due to the Sino — US differences of regulatory system credit system and market mechanism the Sino
— US P2P development showed great differences in scale and risk business model investor’ s funds security guaran—
tee as well as platform running quality. At the moment the government authorities should face up to the differences
through the development of Sino — US P2P differences combine with domestic reality select the essence and discard
the dross regulate the development of P2P net loan market begin with clear regulations and accelerate multi — level
monitoring system construction; take the perfect credit system construction as the grasp encourage industrial self —
discipline to realize the transformation of business model; take lawful business operations as the principle make
great efforts to promote the construction of multi — level capital market system to reduce the risk of investors funds
and eventually realize the healthy and sustainable development of China’s P2P net loan market.
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